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RESOLUTION 


Of ſome 


CASES of CONSCIENCE, 
Which reſpect % 


- Church-Commumion. 


I: order to ſtate- ſuch caſes as particularly relate 


to Church-Communtoa with all poſſible clearnels, 

it will be neceſſary to premile a brief explication 
ot ſome words, which muſt be uſed in queſtions of 
this nature, but are not ſo commonly underſtood. 

As, 1. What is meant by a Church, and a Chriſti- 

an Church. 
2. What Church Communion is. | 
3. What is meant by Fix't Communion and b 
Occaſional Communion. . \ 

Firſt, What is meant by a Church. Now the plai- 
neſt deſcription I can give ot a Church is this, Zhaz 
the Church is a Body or Society of Men ſeparated from 
the reſt of the World, and United to God, and to them- 
ſelves by a Divine Covenant, I (hall briefly explaio this 

B deſcription 
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deſcription to fit it to the meaneſt underſtand- 


ing. « 


1. Fhen a Church is a wr Arden | Men, for 
orld, 


I ſpeak only of the Church in this, W and there- 
fore ſhall not enter into that diſpute, in what ſenſe 
Angels belong to the Church. 

' And when I call the Church a, Body or Soczety of 
Men, 1 oppoſe a Body to ſingle Individuals, or par- 
ticular Men, and to a confuſed Multitude , without 
any order or Union among themſelves. For tho the 
Church conſiſts of particular Men, and when their 
Numbers are encreaſed, of great Multitudes, yet the 
Church conſiſts of ſuch-particular Men, not conſidered 
in a private and ſeparate capacity, but as United into 
a regular Society, which is called a Body, in alluſion 
to the natural Body, in which all the parts and mem- 
bers are Unitedin ap exact Order, Eph 2, 16. bt Can 
12, 15; 16, @c. For- Gods not-the Autbor- of Confuſton, 
but of Peace, as in all the Churches of the Saints, And 
if the meaneſt Societies cannot ſubſiſt without Order, 
wherein their ſtrength and beauty and uſefulneſs can- 
ſiſt, much leſs the Church of God, which is a Soci 
Inſtituted for the moſt Spiritual and Supernatur 
Ends. 

And therefore we find, that - God ordained a moſt 
exat Order and Government inthe Jewiſh Church, 
which for the greater ſkrength and Unity he formed 
into a religious Common-wealth: And our Bleſſed 
Saviour ordained the Apoſtles, and committed the Go- 
vernment of his Church to them, and their Succeſ- 
ſors, with a. promiſe to be with them to the end of the 
World. An1 the Chriſtian Church with reſpe& to the 
firm and cloſe Union and orderly Diſpoſition of all its 
Parts, 1$ not only called a Body, but a Spiritzal Buil- 
ding, and Holy Temple, and the Houſe of God. 


But 
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But then the Church is a bully or one Body, in op- 
r 


| poſitih1 to many bodies, for Chriſt has but one Body, 
'  andone Church, andhe is the Saviour of this Body. 
The Jewiſh Church was but one, and therefore the 
Chriſtian Church is but one, which is not a new di- 
ſtin& Church, but is grafted into the Jewiſh ſtock or * 
Root. Believing Jews, and Chriſtians being United 
into one Church, 8ailt npon the foundation of the Apo» Rom. 11 
ftles and Prophets, Jeſus Chrift himſelf being the chief ” i 
corner ſtone : Who unites Jews and Gentiles into orie 
Church , as the corner ſtone unites both ſides of the 
: Houle, and holds them together. 
| Upon the ſame account the Church is called the 
Building, the Houſe, the Temple of God, and we 
know the Temple was but one, and was to be but one, 
by the expreſs command and Inſtitution of God. And 
for the fame reaſon Chriſt tells us, that there ſhould 
be but one Fold wntler one Shepherd. ,  Joharo 
And indeed it is extreemly abſurd and unreaſonable .* * 
to ſay, that the Chriſtian Church, which is built up- 
on the ſame foundation, which worſhips the ſame God 
| _ and Saviour, which protefles the fame Faith, are Heirs 
| tothe ſamepromiſes, and enjoy all priviledges in com- 
mon, ſhould be divided into as diſtin& and ſeparate 
bodies, tho of the ſame kind and nature, as Peter, 
James, and Fohn, are diſtin&t Perſons, tho they par- 
take of the ſame common nature. That is, it 15 very 
abſurd to ſay, that where every thing is common , 
there is not one Community. Perer,and James,and John, 
tho they partake of the ſame common nature, yet each of 
them have adiſtin& eſſence and ſubſiſtence ot their own 
Fas it muſt be in natural Beings, otherwiſe there could 
be. but one Man in the World } and this makes them 
diſtin& Perſons: But where the very nature and eſſence 
ofa Body or Society conſiſts in having all things com- 
| B 2 mon, 
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mon , there can be bur one z; and therefore if 
one Lord, one Faith, one Baptiſm, one God and Fa- 
ther of all, be common tothe whole Chriſtian Church, 
if there be no peculiar Priviledges, which belong to 
ſome Chriſtians and not to all, to one part of the 
Church, and not to another, then by the Inſtitution 
of Chriſt, there is but one Church, one Body, one 
Communion, one Houſehold and/ Family: For where 
there is nothing to Diſtinguiſh and Separate, no En- 


. cloſures or Partitpns of Divine Appointment, there 


can be, by Divine Inſtitvtion, but one Body. 

2. I add, that the Church is a Body or Society of 
Men ſeparated from the reſt of the World, or called 
out of the. World, as «is, from whence Ecclefra 
is derived, may ſignifie, and is ſo expounded by man 
Divines, upon which account the Chriſtians are ſo of- 
ten'called, the xarni, and aun}, the Called and Cho- 
ſen or Ele& People of God, which ſignifies, that the 
Church is diſtinguiſhed from the reſt of the World 
by a peculiar and appropriate Faith, by peculiar Laws, 
by peculiar rites of Worſhip, and peculiar Promiſes 
and Priviledges, which are not common to the whole 
World, but only to thoſe, who are received into the 
Communion of the Church. But there is no contro» 
verſie about this matter, and therefore I need add no 
more about it. 

. The Church is a Body of Men united to God 
an to themſelves by a Divine Covenant : Th& Church 
is united to God, for it is a Religious Society , in- 
ſtituted for the'Worſhip of God ; and they are united 
among themſelves, and to each other, becauſe it is 
but one Body, which requires a union of all its parts ; 
as I have already ſhewed, and ſhall diſcourſe more pre- 
ſently. But the chief thing to be obſerved here is 
this, that this union with God, and to each _ 
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which conſtitutes a Church, is madeby a Divine Cove- 


into Covenant with Abraham,and choſe him and hisPo- 
ſterity for his Church and PeculiarPeople,and gave him 
Circumciſion for a Sign and Seal ot this Covenant. 
And under the Goſpel hatly made a new Covenant 
with Mankind, in and by his Son Jeſus Chriſt, who 
is the Mediator of a Better Covenant, foundef upon bet- 
ter Promiſes 5 and this Goſpel Covenant isthe tounda- 
tion of the Chriſtian Church. For the Chriſtian 


nant. Thus it was in the Jewiſh Church. God entered 


* Church is nothing elſe, but ſuch a Society of Men, as 
' isin Covenant with: God through Chriſt. 


I ſuppoſe all Men will grant, that God only 
: can make or conſtitute a Church. For ſuch perſons, 
| if there were any ſo abſurd, are not worth diſputing 
' with, who dare affirm the Church to be a human 
; Creature, or the Invention of Men. 


d And I think it is as = that the only viſible way 
> God has of forming a 


tiurch (for I do not now ſpeak 
2 of the inviſible operations of the Divine Spirit) is by 
anting a Church-Covenant, which is the Divine 


> or 
| Charter: whereon the Church is founded , and in- 


veſting ſome perſons with Power and Authority, to re- 
* ceive others into this Covenant, according to the terms 
{ and conditions of the Covenant, and by ſuch Cove- 
; nant Rites and Forms 'of Admiſſion, as he, is pleaſed to 

inſtitute, which under the Go{pc! 1s Baptiſm, as under 
' the Law it was Circumciſion; 

To be taken into Covenant with God, and to be 
received into the Church,, is'tlie very ſame thing, 
For the Church is a Sociccy of Mn, who are 1n 
Covenant with God. That can byno Church, which 

* Is not in Covenant with God, he is no mernber of the 
| Church, who is not at leaſt viſibly aamitted into Gods 
| Covenant, and whoever is in Covenant with God, 
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is made a member of the Church, by being admitted 
into Covenant, 

Now before I proceed, I ſhall briefly obſerve ſome 
few things, 'which are ſo plain and evident, if theſe 
Principles be true, that I need only name them, and 
yet are of great uſe for the reſolution of ſome tollow- 
ing caſes. 

, As 1. That a Covenant-ſtate and Church-ſtate is 
the ſame thing, 

2. That every profeſt Chriſtian , who 1s received 
into Covenant, as ſuch, is a Church member. 

' }. That nothing elſe is neceſſary to make us mem- 
bers of the Chriſtan Church but'only Baptiſm, which 
is the Sacrament ot our admiſſion into the Chriſtian 


Covenant. For if Baptiſm, which gives us right to 


all the Priviledges of the Covenant, does not mak 
us Church members, then a Church-ſtate is no part 


the Covenant ; then a man may be in Covenant with 
. God through Chriſt, and yet be no member of Chriſt ; 


or he may be a member of Chriſt and no member of 

his Body, which is the Church, | 
4. That no Church-ſtate-can depend. upon human 

Contrats and Covenants, for. then a Church would 


be a human Creature, and a human Conſtitution - 


whereas a Church can be founded only upon a Divine 
Covenant. It is true, no man, who 1s at age, can 


be admitted to IT till he profeſs his Faith in | 


Chriſt, and voluntarily undertake the Baptiſmal Vow ; 
but the Independent Church-Covenant betwixt Paſtor 


and People, is gf a very different Nature from this, | 


unleſs any man will ſay, that the voluntary contra& 
and Covenant, which the Independents exa&t from 
their members, and wherein they place a Church-ſtate 
be part of the Baptiſmal Vow. It it benot, then they 
tound the Church upon a human Covenant , tor 

Chriſt 
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Chriſt hath made but one Covenant with Mankind, 
which is contained in the Vow of Baptifa. If it þe,then 
no Man is a Chriftian, but an Independent, and then 
they would do well to ſhew, how the Baptiſmal Vow, 
which is but one and the fame for all Mankind, de- 
termines one Man to be a fixt member of Dr. Owens 
Church, another of Mr. Grifiths, or any other Inde- 
pendent Paſtors; and if they could get over this dit- ' 
«: ficulty,there is another ſtill, why they exact thisChurch- 
Covenant of Baptized Chriſtians, before they will 
admit them to their Communion , if Baptiſm makes 
them members of their Church. 
1 This I think makes it plain, that the Independent 
1 Church-Covenant is no part of the Baptiſmal Vow, 
0 | and then it isno part of the Chriſtian Covenant ; and 
; if there be no true Church-ſtate, but what depends 
on ſuch human Contracts, then the Church owes 
h } its being to the will of Meh, not to the Covenant of 
5 |. God. 
of 5. I obſerve farther, how abſurd it is to gather 
F Churches out of. Churches, which already conſiſt of 
an þ* Baptized Chriſtians. Chriſtianity indeed ſeparates 
Id | us from the reſt of the World, but ſurely it does not 
n;} ſeparate-Chriſtians from each other. Tie Apoſtles 
ne } only undertook to Convert Jews and Heathens to the 
an | Chriſtian Faith, and to make them members of the 
in | Chriſtian Church, which is a ſtate of ſeparation from 
W; | the World ; but theſe Men Convert Chriſtians from 
tor F Common Chriſtianity, and the Communion of the 
his, þ univerſal Church, fo Independency. .It the Church 
be founded on a divin&Covenant, we know no Church 
but what all Chriſtians are made memoers of by 
Baptiſm, which'is the univerſal Church, - the one 
Body and Spouſe of Chriſt. And to argue from the 
tor F Apoſtles gathering Churches from among Jews and 
hriſt Heathens, 
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Heathens, to iprove the gathering Churches out 
of a Chriſtian and National Church, muſt either con- 
clude, that a Church, and Church-ſtate is a very in- 
different and Arbitrary thing, and that Men may be 
very good Chriſtians, and in a ſafe condition without 
it ; or that Baptized Chriſtians, who are not mem- 
bers of a particular Iadependent Church, are no better 


than Jews and Heathens, that is, that Baptiſm it ſelf, . 
though a Divine Sacrament and Seal of the Covenant, 


is of no value, till it be confirmed and ratified by a 
human Independent Covenant. 


Nik "ih I obſerve, that if the Chriſtian Church be found- 


ed on a Divine Covenant, on that new Covenant,which 


God hath made with Mankind in Chriſt, then there 


is. but one Church of which all Chriſtians are mem- 
bers, as there is but one Covenant into which we are 
all admitted by Baptiſm. For the Church and the 
Covenant muſt be of an equal extent. There can be 
but one Church founded upon one Covenant, and all 
who have an intereſt in the ſame Covenant, are 
members of the ſame Church. 

And therefore, tho the diſtance of place , and the 
neceſſities and conveniences of W ſhip and Diſci- 


pline, may, and has divided the Church into ſeveral | 


parts and members, and particular Churches, yet the 


Church cannot be divided into 'two or more diſtin | 
and ſeparate Churches, for that deſtroyes the unity of | 


the Church: and unleſs they could divide the Co- 
venant alſo, two Churches, which are not members 
of each other, cannot partake in the ſame Covenant, 
but the guilty Divider torfeits his intereſt in the Co- 
venant without a new grant. 

A Prince indeed may grant the ſame Charter to ſe- 
veral diſtin Cities and Corporations, but. then tho 
the matter of the Charter be the ſame, their right to 

| it 
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it depends upon diſtin& Grants. Bat if he grant a 
Charter for the Ere&ting of ſuch a Corporation,and con- 
fine his Charter tothe members of that Corporation, 
thoſe who wilfully ſeparate themſelves from this Cor- 
poration to which this Charter was granted, forfeir 
their intereſt in the Charter, and mult not think to 
Ere&t a new diſtin&t Corporation by the fame Charter. 

Thus it is here, God hath made a Covenant of grace 
with Mankindin Chriſt, and declares that by this one 
Covenant, he unites all the Diſciples of Chriſt into 
one Body and Chriſtian Church, who ſhall all per- 
take of the _—_— of this Covenant. By Baptiſm 
we are all receivedinto this Covenant, and admitted 
members of this one Church; now while we conti- 
nue in the Unity of this Body, it is evident, that we 
have a right to all the Bleſſings of the Covenant, 
which are promiſed tothis Body, and tg every member 
of it. But if we divide our ,ſelves from this Body, 
and ſet up diſtin& and ſeparate Societies, which we 
call Churches, but which are not -members, nor live 
in Communion with the one Catholick Church, we 
cannot carry our Right and Title to the Covenant out 
of the Church with us. 

The Goſpel-Covenant is the common Charter of 
tic Chriſtian-Church, and it we are not contented to 


| - enjoy theſe Bleſſings in common with other Chriſtians 
- we muſt be. contented to go: without thein, For it 


is not a particular Covenant, 'which God makes with 
particular Separate Churches, but a general Covenant 
made with the whole Body of Chrittians, as United 
in one- Communion , and therefore that, which no 
particular Church has any intereſt in, but as it is a 
member of the unwerſal Church. | 
God hath not made any Covenant in particular witly 
the Church of Geneva, of France or Enz/and, but 
F: hs W:th 
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with the one Body and Church of Chriſt, all the 
World over; and therefore the only thing, that can 
give us-in particular a right to the Bleſſings of the Co- 
venant, is, that we obſerve the conditions ob this Co» 
venant, and live in Unity and C ommunion with all 
true Chriſtian Churches in the World, which makes 
vs members of the Catholick Church, to whom the 
Promiles arc made, 
_ -Secondly, The next thing to be explained is, what 
is meant by Church-Communion. Now Church-Com- 
munion ſignifies no more then Church-Fellowſhip 
and Society , and to be in Commumoen with the 
Church is to be a member of the Church; and this is 
called Communion, becauſe all Church members have 
2 common right to Church Priviledges,and a common 
Obligation to all thoſe Duties and Qffices, which a 
Church relation Exafts from them. 

I know this word Communion 1s commonty uſed to 
fſignifiea Perſonal and preſential Communion in Re- 
ligious Offices : as when Men pray, and hear, ,and 
receive the Sacrament ot the Lords Supper together, 
they are- ſaid to be in Communion with one another 
and to live in. Comm.nion with that Church, with 
which they joyn in all a&ts of Worſhip. 

Now we muſt acknowledge, that Publick Ads of 
Worſhip performed in the Communion of the Church, 
are an Exerciſe of Chriſt.:an Communion, but Church- 
Communion is ſomething antecedent to all the Acts 
and Offices of Communion. For no Man hasa right 
to any At of Chriſtian Com:munion, but he, who is 
in a State of Communion with the Chriſtian Church. 


What natural Union is :n natural Bodies , that, 


Communion is in Bodics P-litick,, whether Civil or 
' Religious Socicties ; a memicr mull be vitally united 
tothe Body, betore it can pertormany natural Ation 
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or Office of a member ; before the Eye can ſee, or the 
Feet can. walk, or the Ears can hear ; and the tnion of 
the Eye, or Foot, to the Body, does not conſiſt in 
ſeeing or walking, but ſeeing and walking are the 
effetts of this Union. 

Thus in a Body Politick, when Men by any com- 
mon Charter are United into one Society, they be- 
come one common Body, or one Communion; and 
this gives them right to all che priviledges of that Bo- 
dy, and obliges them to all the Duties and Offices, 
which their Charter requires of them ; bur ſhould any 
Man, who is not regularly admitted into this Society, 
pretend to the ſame Priviledges, or do ſuch things, as 
are required of thoſe, who are members of this8ody, 
this would be ſo far from being thought an Ad of 
Communion with them, that 1t would be cenſured 
as an unjuſt Uſurpation. Should a Man,who is no Ci- 
tizen of London, open his Shop, and drive a trade 
as other Citizens do, or give his Vote at a Common- 
Hall, and in all other caſes Act like a Citizen, this 
would not make him a Citizen, but an Intruder. He 
is a Foreigner ſtill, and his preſuming ro Act like a 
Citizen, when he 1s nqne, is.no AAR of Communion 
with that Body, of which he is no member, bur jult- 
ly expoſes him to-cenſure and p'miſhment. 

Thus it is inthe Chrifttian Church,which is one Bo- 
dy and Society united by a Divine Covenant, Our 
Communion with the Church conſiſts: in being mem- 
bers of the Church, which we are made by Baptiſm: 
The exerciſe of this Communion conſiſts in all thoſe 
Offices and Duties, which all the members ot the 
Church are obliged to , and which none have' any 
right to perform, but they ; ſuch as praying and re- 
caving the Lords Supper together, &c, 


C2 Now 
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- Now ſhould any Man who is no member of the 


Church, nor. owns himſelf to be fo, intrude iato the 
Church, and Communicate .in all holy Offices, this 
can be no more called an At of Communion,t hen 
it can be ſaid ro make him a member of the Church, 
of which he is no member, and reſolved not to be : 
Prayers, and receiving the Sacraments, &c. are Ads 
of Communion, when pertormed by Church-mem- 
bers in the Communion of the Church; but they are 
no As of Communion, when performed by thoſe, 
who are no Church-members, tho to ſerve a turn, 
they thruſt themſelves into the Society of the Church. 

As for Inſtance, ſuppoſe a member of a Presbyte- 
rian, or Independent Conventicle, ſhould, for reaſons 
beſt Fhown to himſelf, at ſome critical time, come 
to kis Pariſh Church, and there hear the Common- 
Prayer, and -Sermon, and receive the Lords Supper, 
according to the order of the Church of England, 
does this make this Man a member of the Church ot 
England, with which he never Communicated before, 
and it is likely, will never do again ? If it does not, 
all this is no Act of Communion, which can: be only 
between the members of the ſame Body, 

So that to be in Church-Communion, does not fig- 
nific, mcerly to perform ſome ſuch As, which are 
Acs'of Communion in the members of the Church, 
bur ſince the decay of Church Diſcipline, may ſome- 
r1mecs be performed by thoſe, who ar: not *'members, 
which is ſuch an abuſe, as would not have been allow- 
ed in'the Primitive Church, who denyed their Com- 
munion to Schiſmaticks, as well as to the Excommu- 


' nicate upon other accounts: but tobe in Church-Com- 


munion fignifies to be a member of the Church, to 
be Embodyed and Incorporated with it, and I ſuppoſe. 
what that means, every one knows, who underitands 

what 
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what it is to be a member of ow Society, of a City, 
or any Inferior Corporation ; which conſiſts of Privi- 


ledge and Duty, and requires all thoſe, who will en- 


joy the benefits of ſuch a Society, to diſcharge their 


reſpeCtive truſts and obligations. + 

o be in Communion with, or to be a member of 
the Church, includes a Right and Title to all thoſe 
Bleſſings, which God hath promiſed to his Church, 
and an obligation to all the Duties and Offices of 
Church Society ; as SubjeQtion to the Authority, In- 
ſtructions 7 Cenſures' of the Church; a Communion 
in Prayers, and Sacraments, and other Religious Ot- 
fices, and he who deſpiſes the Authority, or deſtroys 
the Unity of the Church, renounces his memberſhip , 
and Communion with it. Theſe things are extremely 
plain, and though Men may cavil tor diſputes ſake, 
yet muſt needs convince them, that no Man is in 
Communion with a Church, which he is not a mem- 


ber. of, tho through the detect of Diſcipline, he ſhould 


ſometimes be admitted to ſome At of Communion 
with it, and I ſhall obſerve ſome tew things trom hence 


* of great uſe. 


1. That Church-Communion primarily and prin- 
cipally reſpeAts the univerſal Church, not any parti- 
cular Church or Society of Chriſtians. For to be 
in Church-Communion ſignifies to-be a member of the 
Church, or Body of Chriſt, which is but one all the 
World over. Church-Communion does not conſiſt in 
particular As of Communion, which can be perform- 
ed only among thoſe, who are preſent, and Neigh- 
bours to each other, but in memberſhip: now a mem- 
ber is a' member of the whole Body \ not meerly of 
any part of it,) how large ſoever the Body be, All 
the $ ubjects of England, thoſe, who live at St. Da» 
vids, and thoſe at Tarmouth, who never 1aw, nor __ 
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| verſt with cach other, are all members of the ſame 
Kingdom, and by the ſame reaſon, this memberſhi 
may extcnd ro the remoteſt part of the World, if the 
Body, whereof we are members, reach fo far. 

And therctore we may obſerve, that Baptiſm, which 
is the Sacrament ot our Admiſſion into the Covenant 
of God , and the Communion of the Church, does 
not make us members of any particutar Church, as 
ſuch, but ot the Univerſal Church ; and I obſerveil be- 
fore, that a Church-ſtate, which. is the ſame thing, 
with Church-Communion,ts tounded only on a Divine 
Covenant; and theretore fince there is no other Di- 
vine Covenant to make us members of particular 
Churches, as diſtinguiſht from the Univerſal Church, 
ſuch particular Church-memberſhip is at beſt bur a hu- 
man Invention, and indeed nothing elſe but a Schiſm 
from the Univerſal Church : which alone, it well conſi- 

- dered, is a ſufficient confutation of Independency which | 
is a particular Church-State, as Ciſtinguiſht trom all 
other Churches and Societies of Chrittans. 

| | 2, I obſerve further, that tho the exerciſe 'of 
. Church Communion, as to moſt of the particular Du- 
| tics and Offices of it, mult be confined to a particular 
Church and Congregation ( for we cannot Attually 
j0zn .in the Communion of Prayers and Sacraments, 
&c. but with ſome particular | Church \ yet every 
Act of Chriſtan Communion, though performed in 

_ ſome particular_Church:, is and .muſt be an Ad of 
Communion with the whole Catholick Church, Pray- | 
ing , and Hearing, and receiving the Lords Supper 
together, doesnot make us more in Communion with | / 
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] the Churciz of Emg/and, then with" any. other true and 
| Orthodox part ot the Church, tho in the Remoreſt 

= parrs ol the World, The exerciſe of true Chriſtian 

| | Communion in a particular Church , is nothing elſe 

;" | 'M a | but 
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'- but the exercife of Catholick Communion in a parti- 
cular Church, which the neceſlity of affairs requires, 
ſince a{l the Chriſtians in the World cannot meet to- 

ether for Ads of worth:p; But there is nothing in 
all theſe As of Communion, which does mote peculi- 
arly Unite us to ſuch a particular Church, than to. the 
whole Chriſtian Church. 

When we Pray together to God, we Pray to him 
as the Common Father of all Chriſtians, and do not 
challenge any peculiar intereſt in him, as members of 
ſuch a particular Church , but as members of the 
whole Body ot Chriſt : when we Pray in the Name 
of Chriſt, we conſider him as the great Hig! P:ick, 
and Saviour of the Body, who powerlully nterceeds 
for the whole Church, and for us as members of the 
Univerſal Church. And we Offer up our Prayers and 
Thankſgivings, not only for our ſelves and thoſe, who 
are preſent, bur for all Chriſtians all the World over, as 
|  ourFellow-members; and Praying tor one another isthe 
| trucſt notion of Commumon of Prayers; tor Praying 
with one another, 1s only in order to Praying tor one 
[ another. And thus our Prayers are an exercile of |, 
p Chriſtian Communion, when we Pray to the ſame 
| common Father ,-through the Merits and Mediation 
/ of the fame common Saviour and Redeemer, tor the 
y ſame common Bleilings, tor our ſelves, and the whole 
y | Chriſtian Church. | 
r Thus when we meet together to. Celebrate the Sup- 
f per of our Lord, we do not meet as at a private Sup- 
'- | per, bur as at the common Feaſt of Chriſtians; and 
therefore it is not an Act of particular Chu: ch Fellows 
ſhip, bur of Catholick "Communion. Tl Supper of 
our Lord docs not ſignific any other. kid of Unmon 
and contederation between thole Neighbour Cliriſtians, 
who receive together in the ſame Church, than with 
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the whole Body of Chriſt. The Sacramental Bread 
ſignifies and repreſents all thoſe , for whom Chriſt 
died, that one Myſtical Body, for which he Offered 
his Natural Body, which is the Univerſal Church ; 
and our eating of this Bread ſignifies our Union to 
this Body of Chriſt, and therefore is conſidered, as 
an A of true Catholick, not of a particular Church- 


- Communion. And the Sacramental Cup is the Blood 


of the New Teſtament, and therefore repreſents our 
Communion in all the Bleſſings of the Covenant, and 
with all thoſe, who are thus in Covenant with God, 
So that there is nothing particular in this Feaſt, to 
make it a private Feaſt, or an AC& of Communion 
with a particular Church, conſidered as particular , 
but it is the common Feaſt of Chriſtians, and an Att 
of Catholick Communion. 

Which by the. way plainly ſhews, how groundleſs 
that ſcruple is againſt mixt Communions, that Men 
think themſelves defiled by receiving the Lords Sup- 


per with Men, who are vicious. For tho it isa great | 


defe&t in Diſcipline, and a great reproach to the 
Chriſtian Profeſſion, when wicked Men are not cen- 
ſured, and removed. from Chriſtian Communion, yet 
=_ may as well pretend, that their Communion is 
defiled by bad Men, who Communicate in any other 
part of the Church, or any other Congregation, as 
in that, in which they live and Communicate: For 
this holy Feaſt ſignifics no other Communion between 
them, who receive at the ſame time, and ih the ſame 
Company, then it does with all ſincere parts of the 
Chriſtian Church. It is not a Communion with any 
Perſons conſidered as preſent, but it is a Communion 
with the Body of Chriſt and all truce members of it, 
whether prefent or abſent, 


Thoſe 
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Thoſe who ſeparate from a National Church forthe 
ſake of corrupt profeſſors, though they could form a 
Society as pure and holy, as they ſeem to deſire, yet 
are Schiſmaticks in it , becauſe they confine their 
Communion to their own ſelet Company,and Exclude 
the whole Body of Chriſtians all the World over, out 
of it; their Communion is no larger than their ga- 
thered Church, for it it be, then they muſt ſtill Com- 
municate with thoſe Churches, which have corrupt 
members, as all viſible Churches on Earth have, un- 
leſs we will except Independents, -becauſe they have 
the confidence to except themſelves ) and then their 
Separation does not Anſwer its end, which is to avoid 
ſuch corrupt Communions ; and yet if they do confine 
their Communion to their own gathered Churches, 
they are Schiſmaticks in dividing themſelves trom 
the Body of Chriſtians; and all their Prayers and 
Sacraments are not Acts of: Chriſtian Communion, 
but a Schiſmatical Combination. 

This does not prove indeed, that particular Churches 
are not bound tro reform themſelves, and to preſerve 
their own Communion pure trom corrupt members, 
unleſs all the Churches in the World, will do fo too ; 
becauſe every particular Church, whether Diocelan, 
or National, has qr to reform irs own members, 
and| is accountable to God for ſuch neglects of Dif- 
cipline: but it does prove, that no Church without 
the guilt of Schiſm, can renounce Communion with 
other Chriſtian Churches , or ſet up a diſtinct and 
ſeparate Communion of its own, tor the fake of fuch 
corrupt members ; which was the prerence of the No- | 
vatian and Danatiſt Schiſm ot Old, any is to of 
the Independent Schiſm, at this day. 

2. I obſerve further, that our obligation to main- 
tain Communion, with a particular Church , wholly 

-D  relults 
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reſults from our obligation to Catholick Communion, 
The _ reaſon, why I am bound to live in Commu- 


nion with any particular Church, is becauſe I am a 
member of the whole Chriſtian Church, which is the 
Body of Chriſt, and therefore muſt live in Commu- 
nion with the Chriſtian Church ; and yet it is Impoſ- 
ſible to live in Communion with the whole Chriſtian 
Church, without Aftual Communion with ſome part 
of it; whenl am in ſuch a place, where there is a 
viſible Chriſtian Church ; as no member can be Uni- 
ted to the Natural Body, without its being United to 
ſome ' part. of the Body ; for the Union and Commu- 
nion ot the whole Body, conſiſts in the Union of all 
its parts to cach other. 

Every AC of Chriſtian Communion , though per- 
formed in a particular Church, or Congregation, is 


| Not properly an A of- particular Church-Commu- 


nion , - but 1s the exerciſe of Communion with the 
whole Church and Body of Chriſt, as I have alread 
proved ; but it can be no At of Communion at all, 


* if it be not performed in the Communion of the 


Church, which it cannot be, unleſs it be performed 
in-the Communion of ſome particular Church. And 
this is the only obligation, I know of, to Commu- 
nion with any particular Church , that as I am a 
Chriſtian, I am a member of the Body and Church 
of Chriſt, and in a State of Communion, and there- 
fore am bound to maintain Aﬀtual Communion with 
the Chriſtian Church , where-ever I find it, and by 
Communicating with the Church, wherein I live, if 
it be a ſound and Orthodox member of the Chriſtian 
Church, I maintain Communion- with the whole 
Catholick Church, which is but one Body. x 

| So that here is no choice, what Church we will 


Communicate with, for there is but one Church all 
the 
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the World over, with which we muſt Communicate ; 
and therefore we have nothing elſe to do, but to judge, 


whether that part of the Church, wherein we live, 


be ſo ſound and Orthodox, that we may Communi- 
cate with it according to the Principles of Catholick 
Communion ; and if it be, we are bound to Commus- 
nicate with it, under Peril of Schiſm from the Catho- 
lick Church, if we do not. 

4. From hence we may plainly learn the true no- 
tion of a Separate Communion, and Separate Church. 
For ſome Men ſeem to be greatly ſenſible of che fin 
and miſchiet of Schiſm and Separation, but then they 
uſe great art, ſo to confound the notion of Separation, 
as that neither they themſelves, nor any one elſe, thall 
ever be ableto underſtand what it is, whereas it they will 


allow, that there is, or ever can be, 'any ſuch thing 
as Separation from the Church, it is as eafie ro under- 


ſtand, what Separation- is, as what it is for a mem- 
ber to be divided from the Body. 

For if there be but one Church, and one Commus- - 
nion, of which all true Chriſtians, and Chrittian 
Churches, are, or ought to be members, then thoſe 
Churches, which are not: members of each other, 
are Separate Churches. It is not enough indeed to 
prove a Separation, that two Congregations. meet in 
ſeveral places for Worſhip, for this is done by all the 
Pariſh-Churches of Exg/and, who are in the ſame 
Communion, but yer hold diſtin&t and Separats Af- 


- ſemblies, as to Local ſeparation. Nor is it ſufficient 


to prove, that there is no Separation, becauſe theſe 
diftering Churches agree in all the Articles of Faith, 
and eflentials of worſhip ; For thus the Novarians 
and Donatiſts did, who yet were Schiſmaticks trom 
the Catholick Church. But where there are two 
Churches, which are not members of each other, 
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there is a Schiſm, tho they agree in every thing elſe,bur 
in one Communion ; 4 Chad cach 
others Communion, as members of the fame Body, 
there is no Schiſm,though they are as diſtant from each 
other in place, as Eaſt and Welt. 

And it is as caſfie to underſtand, what it is for two 
Churches to be members of etch other ; but to make 


this as plain, as I can, and as far, asit is wy to 


prevent all Evaſicns , and Subterfuges, I ſhall lay 
down ſome few rules according to the Principles ofCa- 
tholick Communion, whereby we may certainly know, 
what Churches are in Communion with each other , 
and which are Separate and Schiſmatical Conventicles. 

1. There muſt be but one Church, in one place, 
according to that Ancient Rule of the Catholick 
Church, that there muſt be but one Biſhop in a City ; 
and this was obſerved in the Apoſtolical times, that 
in the greateſt and moſt Populous Cities, and where 
there were the greateſt number of Converts, yet there 
was but one Church, ſuch as Par an » Antioch, 
Epbeſus, &c. this is acknowledged by the Indepen- 
dents themſelves, who endeavour hence to prove , 
that there were no more Chriſtians in any of thoſe 


. Cities, than could meet together in one place tor Ads 


of Worſhip, which is a mighty groundleſs Surmiſe, 
and not much for the credit of the Chriſtian Church, 
as has been often ſhewn by learned Men, both Epiſ- 
copal'and Presbyterian Divines, : 

And there is an evident reaſon, why this ſhould be 
ſo, becauſe there is no other Rule of Catholick Com- 
munion for private Chriftians, but to Communicate 
in all Religious Offices, and all As of Government 
and Diſcipline, with thoſe Chriſtians, with whom 
they live; for to renounce the ordinary Communion 
of any Chriſtians, or true Chriſtian Church, is to o 
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vide the Unity and Communion of the Church, and to 
withdraw our ſelves from ordinaryCommunion with the 
Church, in which we live, into diſtin& and Separate 
Societies for Worſhip,is to renounce theirCommunion ; 
and when there is not a neceſlary cauſe for it,is a Schif- 
matical Separation. 

So that diſtin& and particular Churches, which are in 
Communion with each other, muſt have their diſtin 
bounds and limits, as every member has its Natural 
and Proper place and ſituation in the Body. But 
when there is one Church within the Bowels of ano- 
ther, a new Church gathered out of a Church already 
conſtituted ; and farmed into a diſtin and Separate 
Society, this divides Chriſtian Communion, and is a 
notorious Schiſm. Theſe Churches cannot be mem- 
bers of each other, becauſethey ought to be-but one 
Church, and therefore to form and gather a new 
Church, js to divide and Separate the members of the 
ſame Church from each other. . 

This is the plain caſe of the Presbyterian and In- 
dependent Churches, and thoſe other Conventicles of 
Sefaries, which are among- us; they are Churches 
in a Church , Churches formed out of the National 
Church, by which means Ohriſtians, who live toge- 
ther, refuſe to Worſhip God in the ſame Aſſemblies, 
and have butter Envyings and Contentions, tor the 
Honour and Purity of their ſeveral Churches. 

If all. Chriſtians are members of the oneBody of Chriſt, 
nothing can juſtifie the diſtintion of Chriſtians into 
ſeveral Churches, but only ſuch a diſtance ot place, 
as makes it neceſſary and expedient to put them un- 
der the Conduct and Government of ſeveral Biſhops, 
for the greater Edification of theChurch, in the more 
caſic and regular Adminiſtration of Diſcipline, and 
all holy Offices ; and therefore nothing can _—_ 
the 
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” the gathering of a.Church out of a Chriſtian Church, 


and dividing Neighbour Chriſtians into diſtin Com- 
munions. 

Churches at a diſtance may | be diſtin Churches 
under their diſtin&t Biſhops, but yer in the ſame C6m- 
munion ; but diſtin Churches in the ſame place can 
never be of the ſame Communion, for then they would 
Naturally Unite and ' Cement into one. - There muſt 
either be Antibiſhops, or Schiſmatical Presbyters, fet 
up in oppoſition to their Biſhops, under difterent and 
oppoſite Rules of Worſhip and Diſcipline, which makes 
them Rival and oppoſite Churches, not members of 
each other.; From hence I think, it plainly appears, 
that all Separation from a Church, wherein we live, 
unleſs there be neceſſary reaſons for it, is Schiſm ; 
and we cannot juſtifie ſuch diſtin& Churches within 
one another, from the examples of other diſtin&t 
Churches, whoſe: bounds, and limits , and juriſdicti- 
on alſo, are diſtin&t and ſeparate. 

2. It is plain, thoſe are Separate Churches, which 
divide from the Communion of any Church, from any 
diſlike of its Do&rine, Government, or Worſhip, for 
in this caſe, it is plain, they leave the Church, and 
form themſelves into a new Church, out of the Com- 
munion of the Church, from whence they went, be- 
cauſe they did not think it ſafe to continue one Body 
with it. | | 

This has often made me wonder, what thoſe Men 
mean, who take all occaſions ro quarrel at our con» 
ſtirurion, and aſſign a great many reaſons, why they 
cannot Communicate with us, and yet at the ſame 
time will not own, that they have made an —_ 
trom us. What middle ſtate now ſhall we Znd or theſe 
Men, who will neither continue in the Church, nor 
allow themſelves to be out of it ? 

Tt 
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It is poſſible for - two particular Churches to be in 
4 Communion with each other, and yet not AQtually 
tro Communicate together; becauſe diſtance of place 


. will not permit it; but for two Churches to renounce 
4 cach others Communion, or at leaſt to withdraw or- 
h dinary Communion from each other, from a profeſſed 
4 diſlike, and yer ſtill to continue in a ſtate of Com- 
4 © Munion with one another, is a down right contradicti- 
in on. To be in Communion is to be members of the 
" ſame Body and Society, and he that can prove, and 
28 he that can belieye, two oppoſite Societies, founded 
f upon contrary principles, and Acting by contrary 
; Rules, and purſuing contrary ends, to the Ruin and 
: Subverſion of each other, to be the fame Body, and 
p _ the ſame Society, are very wonderful Men to me. 

48 3. Thoſe are Separate Churches, who do- not own 


q | each others members, as their own. Actual Com- 
munion during our reſidence in any certain place , 
muſt be confined to that particular Church, in which 
h we live, if it be a ſound part of the Chriſtian Church; * 
but Church-memberſhip is not confined to any parti» 
Y cular Church. 1am no otherwiſe - a member of any 
id particular Church, then I am of the Univerſal Church, 
oh which gives me a right of Memberſhip and Commu-- 
a nion in all the particular Churches ot the World. Now 
iy I would ask whether every Baptized Chriſtian, who 
by Baptiſm is made a member of the Catholick 
an Church, and has not forteited this right by a Scanda- 
lous life, be ipſo faito a member. ot an Independent 
Church ; it he be nor, (as it is plain, by the conſtitu- 
tion of Independency , he is not, tor Independent 
Church-memberſhip is-not founded on Baptiſm , bur 
on a particular Church-Covenant ; ) then Independen- 
cy is a Separate Communion from the Catholick 
Church ; for the members of the Catholick Churcl» 
| arc 
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are not by being ſo, made the members of an Inde- 

ndent Church, and therefore an Independent Church 

is a tiſtin&t and ſeparate Body from the Catholick- 
Church. Eh 

Nay I would know whether a member of one In- 
dependent Church by being fo, becomes a member of 
another Independent Church ; it he does nor, as it is 
plain, he do'nt, ( for every Independent Church is 
tounded upon a particular Church-Oovenant between 
ſuch a particular Paltor and particular members) then 
every Independent Church is @ diſtin& and ſeparate 
Body from all other Independent Churches, and f6 
they are all Schiſmaricks to each other, as not preſerv- 
ing the Unity of the Body. 

And tho Independent Churches ſhould be fo civil | 
to each orher, as to admit each others members to 
fome -AQs of Communion, yet this is ratter of cour- | 
teſie, not of right, and therefbre their eonftirution is 
Schiſmarical. It is like rwo Neighbour Families , 
which holdigood correſpondence with each other, and 
often vifit one another, and Ext, and Drink together, 
but yet remain very diſtin Femilics, and have all 
their concerns apart and ſeparate.” But the Chriſtian 
Church is but one Houſhold and Family, and who- 
ever makes two Families of it,is a Schiſmatick. 

Thus let me ask, whether the Epiſcopal, and Pres- 
byterian Churches in 'the ſame Chriſtian Kingdom, 
be one Cizxurch, and members of each other, and own 
each others members, as ſuch, to be members of their 
own Body and Church ; If they do not, as it is evi- 
dent they don't, from their holding diftin& and ſeparate 
Aſlemblies,under a diſtin@kind'and ſpecies of Govern- 
ment, which both of them aſſert to be inſtituted by 
Chriſt, and'to be eſſential to the conſtitution of the 
Church, from their forming themſelves into diſtin& Bo- 
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dies, under different Governors, which have no Com- 
munion, as ſuch, with each other, (which yet is eſſen- 


tial ro the Communion of particular Churches, that 
their Governors ſhould be in Communion with each” 


other ) from their Condemning each others conſti- 
tution, and particular modes ot Worſhip, and their 
great endeavours to draw away members from each 
other ; which neceſſarily ſuppoſes , that they do not 
look upon each others members, as their own. I 
ſay, it trom theſe conſiderations it appears, that they 
are not, and do not think themſelves to be, one Body, 
nor members of each other, then they are two ſepa- 


rate Churches, and the Church, which makes the ſe- 


paration.s the Schiſmatick. 

And indeed we may as well fay, that a Monarchy, 
and Ariitocracy, and Democracy in the ſame Nation, 
with their diſtin&t Governours, and diſtin Subjects, 
and diſtinet Laws, that are always at Enmity and 
War with each other, are but one Kingdom , as to 
aſſert, that the Epiſcopal and Presbyterian Churches 
in England, are but one-Church. 

3, The laſt thing to be explained, is, what is meant 
by fixt or conſtant, and by occaſional Communion. 
Now this is a queſtion, which would grievoully have 
puzlI'd St. Cyprian and St. Auſtin and other Ancicnt 
Fathers, who never heard but of one fort oft Commu- 
nion. For indeed there is no place for this diſtincti- 
on of conſtant and occaſional Communion, according 
to the Principles of Catholick Communion. To be in 
Communion with the Church, is to be a member of 
the Church, andI take it for granted, that a member 
ſignifies a fixt and conſtant, not an occaſional mem- 
ber; not a member, which is one day a member,and 
the next day upon his own voluntary choice 1s no 
member, which is a member or no member, juit as 

| E occaſion 


(26) 

occaſion ſerves. And if Church-memberſhip be a fixt 
and conſtant relation in it ſelf conſidered, then the 
Duties of this relation are fixt and conſtant alſo. And 
therefore tor the underſtanding of theſe Terms, which 
were unknown to Antiquity, we muſt conſult the 
meaning oft our Modern Authors, who were the firſt 
Inventors of them. \ 

Now by fixt Communion they mean, agActual and 
conitant Communicating with ſome one particular 
Cliurch, as fixt members of it ; occaſional Communi- 
on 1s to Pray, and Hear, and receive the Sacrament, 
at ſome. other Church, ' of which they do not own 
themſelves to be members) as occaſion ſerves ; that is, 
cither togratific their own Curioſity,' or to ſerve ſome 
ſecular end, or to avoid rhe Imputation of Schiſm. 

Now this diſtin&tion is owing to ſuch Principles, 
as 'I have evidently proved to be very great mi- 
ſtakes. 

For if to be in Communion with the Church ſignifie 
to be a member ot it, and that not of any particular 
Church, as diſtinguiſht from the whole Catholick 
Church, but to be a member ot the one Body ot Chriſt, 
and of every ſound part of it ; then our Communion 


* with the Church is as fixt, as:Qur relation and mem- 


berſhip is, and I think no Man,” who underſtands him- 
ſe]f, will talk of an occaſional member, 

; Ifno Man can perform any Act of Communion with 
a:Church, of which he imo member ( ſince all Acts 
of Commurion have a neceſſary relation to a ſtate 
of Communion, and that, which is an Aﬀ of Com- 
munion. in a member, is no Ac of Communion, 
when pertormed by him, who is no member, as [ 
have already proved) then it is as plain a contradiCti- 


, on to talk of an occaſional At of Communion, as 


ot occaſional Memberſhip ; and there can be no place 
tor 
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for occaſional Communion with a Church, of which 
weare no members, unleſs we will ſay, that a Man, 
who is not in Communion, may exercite ACts ot Com- 
munion with the Church. 

If all the Acts of Chriſtian Communion, which 
reſpe&t Chriſtian Worſhip, ſuch as-Prayer, receiving 
the Lords Supper, &c. tho performed in a particular 
Church, be not Afts meerly of a particular Church- 
Communion, but of Catholick Communion, with the 
whole Chriſtian Church , and every ſound part of it, 
then every true Catholick Chriſtian, is not only in a 
fixt ſtate, of Communion with the Catholick Church, 
but lives in as conſtant an exerciſe ot Chriſtian Com- 
munion with all Sound and Orthodox Churches, as he 
does with that Church, in which he lives; tor every 
A&t of Worſhip, which is an At of Communion with 
that particular Church, in which it is performed (it 


'that Church be in Catholick Communion) is an Act 


of Communion. with the whole Cathohck Church, 
and therefore the very exerciſe of Chriſtian Commu- 
nion, is equally fixt and conlitant, or, equally occaſio- 
nal with the whole Catholick Church. _ 

'There is a ſenſe indeed, wherein we may be faid 
to be members of one particular Church conſidered 
as diſtin from all other particular Churches, but 
that principally conſiſts in Goverament and Diſcipline : 
every Chriſtian is a member ot the whole  Cirilttan 
Church, and in Communion with, it, but he 15 un- 
der the immediate Inſtruction and Government of his 
own Biſhop, and Presbyters, and is bound to Perton- 
al Communion. with them; and this conttitutes a 
particular Church, in which all Acts of Worthip, and 
all Acts of Diſcipline and Governiment, are under the 
direion and condutt of a particular Biſhop. And 
when Neighbour Biſhops unite into one Bouy, and 
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agree upon ſome common Rules of Governrment, and 
the Adminiſtration of Religious Offices, his makes 
them a Patriarchal or National Church, and thus b 
ſubmitting to the Government and Diſcipline of ſuc 
particular or united Biſhops, we become members of 
a Dioceſan or National Church, conſidered as diſtin&t 
trom other Dioceſan or National Churches;But this does 
not confine our Church-memberſhip and Communion 
to ſuch a particular Church, tho it ſtriftly oblige us to 
conform to the Worſhip, and Diſcipline, and Govern- 
ment of that Church, wherein we live, while it im- 
poſes nothing on us inconſiſtent with the Principles 
of Catholick Communion. 

But tho particular Chriſtians are more peculiarly 
obliged to obſerve the Rites and Ulages, and to ſub- 
mit to the Government and Diſcipline of the Church, 
wherein they live, and to maintain Perſonal Com- 
munion with it, (and upon this account may in a pe- 
culiar manner be called the members of that Church) 
yet every Att of Communion performed in this par- 
ticular Church is an A& of Catholick Communion ; 
and an exerciſe of Chriſtian Communion with the 
whole Church, and every ſound part of it. Baptiſm 
makes us members of the whole Church, and gives 
us a right to Communion with every ſound part of it ; 
every Act ot Chriſtian Communion in a particular 
Church is a vertual Communion with. the whole 
Church, with all particular Churches, which live in 
Communion with each other ; and notwithſtanding my 
relation to a particular Church,by my conſtant Abode 
and Habitationin it, when everl travel into any other 


- Church, I Communicate with them as a member ; 


ſo that wherever I Communicate, whether in that 
Church, in which I uſually live, or in any other parti- 
cular Church, where I am accidentally preſent, my 

om- 
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Communion is of the fame Nature, that is, I Com- 
municate as a member of the Church, and it is Im- 
flible, I ſhould Communicate otherwiſe ; for I have 
no right to Communion, but as a member, and no- 
thing I.can do, can be an A& of Communion, if I 
be not, and do not own my ſelf to Þe a member. 
And yet this is the occaſion of this miſtake about 
Fixt and Occaſional Communion ; that according to 
the Laws of our Church, which are founded on great 
and wiſe reaſons, and indeed according to the Laws 
of Catholick Communion, every Chrittian is bound 
to Communicate with that part of the Church, where- 
in he lives ; now. Men may have Houſes in different 
Pariſhes, or diſtin& Dioceſſes, or may Travel into 0- 
ther parts of the Country, and Communicate with 
the Churches, which they find in thoſe places, where 
they are, or they may ſometimes go to Prayers, or 
hear a Sermon , or receive the Lords Supper at 
another Pariſh-Church; now our ordinary Com- 
munion with thoſe Churches , where our conſtant 
Abode is, may be called conſtant Communion, and 
our Communion with thoſe Churches, which we ac- 
cidentally viſit, and Communicate with, may be cal- 
led occaſional Communion ; and all this without 
Schiſm, becauſe we ſtill Communicate, either with 
the ſame National Church , or (which is often the 
caſe of Travellers) with ſome other ſound part of the 
Catholick Church, of which we are alſo members, 
and ſo ſtill keep in the ſame Communion, and com- 
municate with no Churches, but thoſe, of which we 
own our ſelves members; as being all in the ſame 
Communion ; as being either ſincere members of thc 
National' or Catholick Church. 
From hence our Diſlenters conclude , that their 
Communion with an IndepenJlent , or Presbyterian, 
Church, 
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Church, of which they profeſs themſelves fixt mem- 

bers, is as conſiſtent with their occaſional Commu- 

nion with the Church of Exg/and, when to ſerve ſome 
preſent turn, they hear the Prayers, and receive the 
Sacraments with us ; as our fixt Communion with 

our Pariſh-Churches is, with our occaſional Commu- 

nion, with, other - Pariſh-Churches ; which no Body 
accounts Schiſm, tho when it is too frequent. and 

- cauſeleſs, it is a great diſorder. 

But the difference between theſe two is vaſtly great, 
| | for in the Firſt caſe, we only Communicate with ſuch 
| Churches, which are all in Communion with each 

other, and therefore he, who is a member of one, 
is a member ot them all, and Communicates with 
| them , wherever he is, 2s a member. But he, who 
- is a fixt member of a Presbyterian , or Independent 
Church, cannot Communicate ſo much as occaſional- 
ly, with the Church of England, as a member, be- 
cauſe he is a member not only of another particular, 
but of a ſeparate Church ; and it is impoſſible for any 
Man, who is one with himſelt, to be a member of 
two ſeparate Churches, and whatever Acts of Worlhip 
we joyn in with other Churches , of which we 
are no members, they/are not properly Ads of Com- 
munion. | 
Having thus premiſcd the explication of theſe terms, 
what is meant by Church, and what is meant by 
Church-Communion, and what is meant by Fixt or 
Conſtant , and occaſional Communion , the right under- 
ſtanding of theſe things, will make it very eaſie to 
reſolve thoſe caſes , - which Immediately reſpe&t 
Church-Communicn,and I ſhall Inſtance in theſe three. 
1. Whether Communion with ſome Church or 0- 
ther, eſpecially when the Church is divided into fo 
many Se&s and Parties, be a neceſſary Duty, incum- 
bent on all Chriſtians. 2. Whe- 
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2. Whether conſtant Communion with that Church, 
with which occaſional Communion is Lawful, be a 
neceſſary Duty. * 4 

3. Whether it be Lawtful for the ſame perſon, to 
Communicate with two ſeparate Churches. 

Caſe 1. Whether Communion with ſome Church Ca :. 
or other, ———_ when the Church is divided into 
ſo many Setts and Parties, be a neceſſary Duty incum- 
bent on all Chriſtians. 

Now methinks the reſolution of this is as plain, as 
whether it be necellary for every Man to bea Chriſti- 
an. For every Chriſtian is Baptized into the Com- 
munion of the Church, and muſt continue a Member 
of the Church, till he renounce his Memberſhip by 
Schiſm, or Infidelity, or be caſt out of the Church by 
Eccleſiaſtical cenſures. 

Baptiſm incorporates us into the Chriſtian Church, 

' that 1s, makes us Members ot the Body of Chriſt, 
which is his Church and is trequently fo called in Scrip- 
ture. For there is but one Body and one Spirit, Fph. 

4. 4. one Chriſtian Church, which+is animared and ©? © ** 
governed by the one Spirit of Chriſt, And we are all 
Baptized into this one Body. For as the Body is onegand ©) *? 
hath many Members, and all the members of that on? 

Body, being many, are one Body, /o alſo is Chriſt, that is, 

- the Chriſtian Church, which is the Body of Chriſt, of 
which he is the Head ; for by one Spirit we are all Bapti- 
ed into one Body whether we be Jews or Gentiles, whe. |? 
ther we be fonar 6 Free, and are all made &@ drink into 

one Spirit ; for the body 1s not one member, bat many, 

, Now [ have already proved, that Church Commu- 

nion is nothing elſe, but Church-Meinberthip, to Le, 
in Communion with the Church, and to be a mem- 


NA 


. ber of the Church, ſignifying the ſame thing, * Andl 
) think, I need not prove, that to be in a ſtate of Com- 
- munon 
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munion contains both a right; and an Obligation 
to Actual Communion. He, who is a member of 
the Church, may Challenge all the Priviledges of a 
member, among which Actual: Communion 1s none 
of the leaſt; to be admitted to all the Ats and Ot- 
fices of Chriſtian-Communion , to the Communion 
of Prayers and Sacraments, and all other Chriſtian 
Duties, which no Man/ who is not a member of the 
Church, - has any right to. And he who is a mem- 
ber, is bound to pertorm all thoſe Duties and Offices, 
which arc Eſſential to Church-Communion, and there- 
fore is bound to Communicate with the Church in 
Religious Aſſemblies, to joyn in Prayers and Sacra- 
ments, to attend publick InſtruQtions, and to live like 
a member ot the Church. 

But to put this paſt all doubt, that external and 
| altual Communion is an eſſential Duty of a Church-mem- 
ber, 1 ſhall offer thete plain proofs of it. 

| 1. That Baptiſm makes us Members of the viſible 

4 | Church of Chriſt, but there can be no viſible Church 

BW: without viſible Communion, and therefore every vi- 

ſible Member, by vertue of his Memberſhip, is bound 

- " oa and viſible Communion, when it may be 

. ad, 

2. This is eſſential to the notion of a Church, as it 

\ | is a Body and Society of Chriſtians. For all Bodies 
$. 


| 
| 


and Societies of Men are Inſtituted for the ſake of ſome 

common Duties and Offices to be performed by the 

Members of it. A Body of Men is a Community, and 

it is a ſtrange kind of Community , 'in which every 

| Member may. act by it felt, without any Communica. 
=] tion with other Members ot the ſame Body. And yet 
p | ſuch a kind of Body as this, the Chriſtian Church is, 
# | if it be not an eſſential Duty of every Member, to 
4. = live in the exercife of viſible Communion with the 


Church, 
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Church, when he can. For there is the ſame Law for 
all Members, and either all or none, are bound to a- 
tual Communion. 
But this is more abſurd ſtill, when we conſider, that 


the Church is ſuch a Body, as conſiſts ot variety of 


Mcmbers, of different Offices and Officers, which 
are of no uſe without actual and viſible Communion 
of all its Members. | 

To what purpoſe did Chriſt appoint ſuch. variety of 
Miniſters in his Church, Apo/les, Prophets, Foange- 
liſts, Paſtors, and Teachers, for the perfeiting of the 
Saints, for the work of the Miniſtry, for the edifying of 
the Body of Chriſt ; to what purpote has he inſtitutea a 
ſtanding Miniſtry in his Church,to offer up the Prayers 
of the Faithful ro God, to intirutt, exliort, reprove, 
and adminiſter the Chriſtian Sacraments, :t private 
Chriſtians are not bound to maintain Communion 
with them, in all Religious. Offices ? 

7, Nay the Nature ot Chriſtian Worthip obliges us 
to Church-Communion. I ſuppoſe, no Man will Jcny, 
but that every Chriſtian 1s bound to Worſhip God 
according to our Saviours inſtitution: and what that 
is, we. cannot learn Letter, than trom the Example 
of the Primitive Chrittians, of wiom St. Leke gives 
us this account, that zhey continued Stedtift inthe 
Apoſtles Dottrine , and Worſhip, and in breatins of 
Bread, and in Prayers. 

That which makes any thing in a Strict {nie an 
AR of Church-Communion is, tliat it is pertormec in 
t!ic Fellowſhip of the Apoſtles, or in Communion with 
the Biſhops and Miniſters ot the Church ; They are 
appointed ro Offer up the Prayers of Chrillians to God 
intis Name; and therelore tho the private devotions 


ot Chriſtians are acceptable to God, as the Prayers-ot - 


Clurch-Members, yet none but publick Prayers, 
[ wich 


—_ 
_' 


4 
q 


OO IEEX = 


— 


$.4- 
þ» 


LA Avon. ME 
4 »—_ A 


- 
d — -—— - ww 
1 © 
- 
. 


(34) 


' which are Offered up by Men who have their Autho- 


rity from Chriſt, to Offer theſe Spiritual Sacrifices to 
God, are properly the Prayers of the Church, and Acts 
of Church-Communion. If then we muſt Offer up 
our Prayers to God according to Chrilt's Inſtitution, 
that is, by the hands of perſons Authorized and ſet 


- apart for that purpoſe 3 we mult of neceſſity joyn in 


the Actual and Viſible Communion of the Church. 

The Sacrament of the Lords Supper 1s the princi- 
pal part of Chriſtian Worſhip,and we cannot Celebrate 
this Feaſt ; but in Church-Communion; tor this is a 


x«rwia 2 common Supper, or Communtion-Fealit , 


which in all Ages of the Church , has been admi- 
niſtred by Conſecrated Perſons, and in Church-Com- 
munion ; for it loſes its Nature and Signification, 
when it is turned into a private Maſs, fo that if every 
Chriſtian is bound to the Actual performance of true 
Chriſtian Worſhip, he is bound to an Actual Com- 
munion with the Chriſtian Church. 

4. We may obſerve further ; that Church Autho- 
rity is exerciſed only about Church-Communion, 
which neceſſarily ſuppoſes, that all Chriſtians , who 
are Church-Members and in a State of Communion, 
are bound to all the Acts of external and viſible Com- 
munion with the Church. The exerciſe of Church Au- 
thority conliſts in Receiving in, or Shutting out of 
the Church, To receive into the Church, 1s to ad- 
mit them to all external Atts of Communion, to Shut, 
or Caſt, out of the Church, is to deny them the exter- 
nal and viſible Communion of the Church ; not to allow 
them to Pray, or receive the Lords Supper,or perform 
any Religious Offices in the publick Aſſemblies of the 
Church. Now all this Church Authority would ſignific 
nothing, were not External and Actual Communion, 
both the Priviledge and Duty of every Chriſtian; and 

| yer 
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yet this is all the Authority Chriſt hath given to His 
Church. 

5. And to confirm all this, nothing is more plain 
in my than that Separation from a Church, is 
to withdraw from the viſible Communion of it, and 
there can be no Notion of Separation without this ; now 
if Separation from Religious Aſſemblies be- to ' break 
Communion, then to live in Communion with the 
Church requires our Actual Communicating with the 
Church in all Religious Duties. 

And that this is the true Notion of Separation is cafily 
proved from the moſt expreſs teſtimonies ; 2 Cor. 6. 
17. Wherefore come out from among them, and be ye 
ſeparate, ſaith the Lord, and touch no unclean thing, and 
I will receive you : Where,come out from among them,an4 
be ye ſeparate, plainly ſignifies, to forſake the Afſem- 
blies of Idolaters, not to Communicate with them in 
their Idolatrous Worſhip ; So rhat not to joyn with 
any Men or Church in their Idolatrous Worſhip, 1s to 
Separate from their Communion, which is a very 
Godly Separation , when the Worſhip is Idolatrous 
and Sinful, but a Schiſmatical Separation, when it is 
not. Thus St. John tells us of the Ancicnt Hereticks; 


They went out from us becauſe they were not of us, for if 
« they had been of us, they would, no doubt;have continued 


with us, but they went out, that they might be made 
manifeſt, that they were not alt of us. Where their 
going out from them, plainly ſignifies, their forfak- 
ing Chriſtian Aſſemblies, upon which account rhe 
Author of the Epiſtle to the Helrews admoniſhes 


I John Ss 19 


the Chriſtians, wor 7o forſake the Aſſembling of them* Heb. 19. 2; 


ſelves together, as the manner of ſome 1s, in which he 

refers to the Separation of thoſe Ancient Hereticks. 
And thus accordingly to have Fellowſhip or Com- 
mumon with any, 1s to partake with them in rheir 
| F'2 keligious 
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Religious Myſteries. By this Argument St. Paul dif- 
ſwades the Corinthians trom Eating of the Idols Feaſt ; 
becauſe they were Sacrifices to Evil Spirits, and by 
partaking of thoſe Sacrifices they had Communion 
with them. Buy 7 ſay, that the things, which the 
Gentiles Sacrifice, they Sacrifice to Devils, and not to 
God, and I would not that you ſhould have Fellowſhip 
with Devils, Te cannot Drink the Cup of the Lord, 
and the Cup of Devils, ye cannot be partakers of tle 
Fords Table, and of the Table of Devils. So that, 
tho we muſt firſt be in a ſtate of Communion with 
Chriſt, and his Church, muſt f1ſt be received into 
Covenant . and by Baptiſm be incorporated into the 
Chriſtian Church, betore we have any right to Com- 
municate with this Church; yet no Man can preſerve 


' his Church-ſlate without Actual -Commumon, no 


Man has Communion with Chriſt , or his Church, 
but he, who Attually Communicates in all Religious 
Offices, and Chriſtian Inſtitutions ; a ſtate of Com- 
munion conlers a right to Communicate, but Attual 
Communion conſiſts in the exerciſe of Communion, 
and a right to Communicate without Actual Commu- 


' nion ;> worth nothing, as no right or priviledge is 


without the Exerciſe of it ; for enjoyment conſiits in 
Adcts, and all the Bleſſings ot the Golpe], all rhe Bleſ- 
ſings of Chriſtian Communion , are conveyed to us 
by Actual Communion. So that it we would par- 
take in the. Bleſſings of Chriſt,if we would Reap the ad- 
vantages ofChurch-Communion,we muſt live in Actual 
Communion, and not content. our ſelves with a dor- 
mant and uſeleſs right, which we never bring into Act. 
This is 1uflicient to prove, the neceſſity of Actual 
Communion with the. Chriſtian Church , wiicn it 
may be had, for where it cannot be had, -Non- Com- 
munion 1s no Sin, for we are not obliged to Impol- 
. ſivilities ; 
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ſibilities ; he who lives in a Country, or rravels through 
any Country, where there is no true Chriſtian Church 
to Communicate. with , cannot enjoy Actual 
Communion; the right and Duty of Communion 
continues, tho neceſſity may ſuſpend the A&t. Bur 
the greater difficulty is, whether it be not Lawſul, 
to ſuſpend our Communion with any particular 
Churches, when we ſce the Church divided into a 
great many Parties and Factions, which rcfaſe - 
Communion with each other , which is the deplo- + 
rable ſtare of the Church at this _ day among us, 
Pr&bytcrians, Independents, Anabaptifts, Quakers, 
all Separate from the Church ,of Exg/and, and from 
cach other, and from hence fome conclude it Laws- 
ful to ſuſpend Communiorr with all theſe divided Par. 
ties, which is juſt ſuch a reaſon for 4 Total ſuſpenſion of 
Church-Communion, as the different and contrary 
opinions in Religion are for Scepticiſm. and infidelicy, 
' Becauſe there are a.great many kinds ot Religions in 
the World, and a great many divided Sects of the 
Chriſtian Religion, therelore ſome Men will be of 
no Religion ; and becauſe the Chriſtian Church is di- 
vided into a great many oppoſite and Separate Com- 
munions,theretorc others will be ot no Church ; and the 
reaſon is as ſtrong in one cale, as it is in the other, that 
5, indeed it holds.in neither : For it 15 poſſible to dit 
cover, Which 1s the true Religion, notwithſlanding 
all theſe diflerent and contrary perſwaſions abour it, 
and it is equally poſſible to find out, which ot theſe 
divided Communtons is a true and founl Member ot 
tie Catholick Church, and when we know that, we 
are bound to maintain Communion wit! 1t. 

- Indeed if ſuch D viſions and Separations; exc'ile us 
from Actual Communion with the Churci:, Actual 
Communion never was, and 15 never lixeiy to be a 
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Duty long + wool. For there never was any ſtate of 
the Church ſo happy long together, as to be without 
diviſions : even in the Apoſtles times,there were thoſe, 
who Separated fromthe Communion of the Apoſtles, 
and ſct up private Conventicles of their own, and ſo 


it has been,1n all ſucceeding Ages of the Church, and 


ſo it is likely to continue, and if we are not bound 
to Communicate with the Church , while there are 
any Hereticks, or Schiſmaticks , who divide trom 
the Church, farewell to all Church Communion in 
this World. 

Should any Man indeed Travel into a Strange 
Country, and there find a Schiſm in the Chriſtian 
Church, it were very fitting for him to Suſpend Com- 


- munion with either Party , till he had opportunity 


to- acquaint himſelt with the ſtate of the Contro- 
verſie, ſo as to judge, which party isthe Schifmatick ; 
and then he is bound { if he underitand their Lan- 
guage) to Communicate with the ſound and Ortho- 
dox part of the Catholick Church, which he finds in 
that place. But this doesnot reach the caſe of thoſe, 
who are conſtant Inhabitants of the place, where the 
Schiſm is; for they muſt not live in a Sceptical ſuf- 
penſion of Communion all their days. 

And there is one plain Rule to direct ali Men in this 
Inquiry ; That wherever there 1s a Church Eſtabliſhr 
by publick Authority, if there be nothing Sinful i 
its Conſtitution and Worſhip, we are bound to - 
municate with that Church, and to reje&t the Com- 
munion of all other Parties and Sects of Chriſtians. 
For the advantage always lies on the fide of Authority, 
no publick eſtabliſhment can juſtifie a Sintul Commu- 
nion, but if there be nothing Sintul in the Communi- 
on of the National Church, which is Eſtabliſhe by 
publick Authority, to Separate from ſuch a _ 8 

ot 
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both diſobedience to the Supreme Authority in the 
State, and a Schiſm from the Church. 

Bur it will be convenient to conſider, what theſe 
Men mean by ſuſpending Communion. For is it 
Lawful for an Eg/zþ Man during theſe Church divi- 
ſions among us, never to Worſhip God in any Pub- 
lick and Religious Aſſemblies ? Never to Pray, . nor 
Hear, nor receive the Lords Supper together ? If this 
were ſo, it were the moſt EffeCtual way in the World 
to thruſt out all Religion. 

But this they will not, they dare not ſay, and there- 
tore by Suſpending Communion they mean, thar in 
caſe of ſuch diviſions they may reluſe to enter them- 
ſelves fixt and ſetled Members of any Church, but Com» 
municate occaſionally with them all. 


But I have already obſerved how abſurd this di- 
ſtintion of fixt and occaſional Communion is. For 
no Att of Religion is an Act of Communion {not fo 
much as of occaſional Communion) which is not per- 
formed in the Communion of the Church; and no 
Man is in Communion with the Church, who is not a 
Member of it, and whoever is a Member of the 
Church is a fixt and not an occaſional Member ; and 
\Whatever Church he Communicates with, tho it may 
be, it is but once in a Year, or once in his Lite, as he 
occaſionally Travels that way , yet he Communicates 
as a fixt Member of the Catholick Church, and of e- 
very ſound part ot. the Catholick Church ; for a fixr 
Member does not ſignifi our fixt abode, or conſtant 
Acts of Communion in any particular Church, but 
our ſtate of Communion, and fixt and permanent re- 
lation to the whole Chriſtian Church, and every part 
of it, and therefore tho a particular A& of Commu- 
nion may be performed upon ſome particular R_— 

with 
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with ſuch a particular Church, yet it 1s not an AR of 
occaſional, but of fixt Communion, becauſe tho I 
Communicate but once and that occaſionally , yet I 
Communicate as a Member of the Church, which is 
not an occaſional but a fixt Relation. 

So. that when Men Communicate occaſionally, as 
they ſpeak,with all the different Partics of Chriſtians 
in a divided Church, they either Communicate with 
none, or.Communicate with all of them. If they per- 
lorm theſe Afts of Communion, without owning 
their relation to them, as Members, then they are 
in Communion with none ot them, notwithſtanding 


_ all theſe pretended Acts of occaſional Commmunion, 


and ſo they live in Communion with no Church, 
which yet Ihope, I have made it appear to be the Duty 
ot every Chriſtin to do ; if they Communicate with all 
theſe divided Parties, , as Members, then they gre in 
Communion with many Separate Churches, are Mem- 
bers of Separate and Oppoſite Bodies, that is, they are 


_ contrary to themſelves, and on one fide or other, are 


certain to be Schiſmaticks, but this will appear fur- 
ther trom conſidering the two following Cales. 
Caſe 2, The Second Caſe is this ; Ihether conſtant 
Communion be a Duty, where occa/tonal Communion 1s 
Lawfu!. 1 have already made it appear, that the 
very notion ot conſtant and. occaſional Communion 
15 abſurd, and a contradiction to all the principles of Ca- 
thohtck Communion, and theretore there is no place for 
this dillinction, nor for this queſtion, every Chriſtian, 
as a Chriſtian, 1s a fixt Member ot the whole Cnriſtian 
Clurch, and ot every ſound part of it, and for Men 
to tail of Leing Members of any one particular Church, 
in C&tlinction trom all other particular Churches, ot 
Wiich they will not own themſelves Members, 1s a 
Sc|ulimatical notion of Church-Memberſhip, becaule 
it 


(4r) 
it divides the Chriſtian Church into diſtin Member- 
ſhips,and therefore into diſtin&t Bodies, which makes 
the one Church and one Body of Chriſt, not one, but 
many Bodies: for ifevery particular Church has ſuch a 
number of Members, which are Members only of cliar 


pro Church, wherein they are fixt, and are not 


embers of any other particular Church , then every 


' particularChurch is a diſtin and entireBody by ut ſel:, 


which has particular Members of its own, which be- 
long tono other Body ; juſt as every particular Man 


' has his own Body, which .conſiſts of ſuch a number 


oft Members, united to each other, and diſtinct trour 
all other Bodies. 

The plain ſtate of the Caſe in ſhort is this : Eve- 
p true Chriſtian is in Communion with the whole 

hriſtian Church, that is, is a Member ot the whole 
Church ; but he muſt perform the A&ts of Commu- 
nion in ſome particular Church, and the only allow- 
able difference between conſtant and occaſional Com- 
munion is this ; that we mult pertorm the coaltant Acts 
of Communion in that part of the Catholick Church, 
in which we conſtantly live, and Communicate oc- 
cafionally with that part of the Church, in which we 
are occaſionally preſent ; and theretore there never 
can be any Competition between conſtant and occa- 
ſional Cominunion in the ſame place. I cannot Com- 
municate conſtantly. with that Church in which [ 
Communicate occaſionally, unlefs 1 remove my Ha- 
bitation, and turn an occaſional preſence into a con- 
ſtant and ferled abode; nor can I without 11a Com- 
municate only occaſionally with that Church , with 
which I may and ought to Communicate conttantly, 
as being conſtantly preſent there, tor this is ,onl;” to do 


- that ſometimes, which I vught to do always, This 


is like a Mans living occaſionally in his own Houte, 
vi ict 


= 
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which ſignifies, that for the moſt part lie is a ſtranger 
at home, | 

There cannot be two diſtin&t Churches in the ſame 
place, one for occaſional, and another tor conſtant 
Communion, without Schiſm, For it is evident, theſe 
176 two diſtinct Communions, and that our relation 
ro them is as difierent, as it is to a Houle we live in, 
and to an Inn, where we lodge tor a Night. 

So that there 1s. no toundation for this Inquiry a- 
mong Men, who underſtand the true Principies of 
Catliolick-Communion ; It never can be a Cale of Con» 
ſcience, ' whether I ſhould Communicate conſtantly 
or occaſionally with fuch a Church, unleſs it be a 
Caſe ot Conſcience, whether I ſhould live conſtantly 
or occaſtonallv within the bounds and juriſdidtion of 


ſuch a Church ; for where my conſtant abode is, there 


my conſtant Communion muſt be, it there be a true 
and ſincere part of the Catholick-Church in that place, 
and where | am only occaſionally,thcre I can onlyCom- 
municate occaſionally alfo. 

Bur to mect with the diſtempers of this Age , and _ 
to remove thoſe Apologies ſome Men make tor their 
Schiſm, it is neceſſary to make this a queſtion. For 
in this divided ſtate of the Church, there are a great 
many among us, who think, they cannot maintain 
conſtant Communion with the Church of England, as 
conſtant and fixt Members, who yet upon ſome occa- 
f1ons think, they may Communicate wath us in alk parts 
ot Worthip, and Actually do ſo. 

Now when theſe Men, who are fixt Members, as 
they call ir,of Separate Churches,think fit ſometimes to 
Communicate 1n all parts oft Worſhip with the Church 
of England, we charitably ſuppoſe , that Men, who 
pretend ro ſo much tenderneſs ot Conſcience, and care 


"of their Souls, will do nothing, not ſo much as once, 


which 
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which they believe, or ſuſpe&, to be finful, at the 
time, when they do it ; and therefore we conclude, 
that thoſe, who Communicate occaſionaliy with t!:c 
Church of England, do thereby _declare, that tliuy 
believe, there 15 nothing ſintul in our Commu- 
nion ;. and we thank them tor this g90d opinion 
they expreſs of our Church, and carneſtly detire to 
know, how they can juſtifie their ordinary Separation 
from ſuch a Church , as requires no ſintul rerms of 
Communion, 

If any thing leſs than ſinful terms o! Communion 
can juſtifie a Separation, then there can be no end. ot 
Separations, and Catholick-Communion is an Impotii- 
ble and Impratticable notion, that is, the Church ot 
Chriſt neither is one Body, nor ever can be. For it 
Men are not bound to Communicate with a Church, 
which obſerves our Saviours Inſt :tutions, without any 
ſuch corrupt mixtures, as make its Communion fin- 
ful, then there is no bounds to be ſet to the Fancies ot 
Men, but they may new model Churches, and divide 
and ſubdivide without any end. . 

Is that a ſound and Orthodox part of the Catholick- 
Church, which has nothing fintul in its Communion 2 
If it benot, Pray what is it, that makes any Church 
Sound and Orthodox 2 It it be, upon what account is 
it Lawtul, to ſeparate from a Sound and Orthodox 
Church: and may we not by the ſamereaſon ſeparate 
irom the whole Catholick Church, as trom any Sound 
part of it? Nay does not that Man Separate trom the 
whole Catholick Church , who Separates trom anv 
Sound part of it? For the Communion ot the Churci 
is but one, and he, that divides and Breaks this union, 
Separates himſclt from the whole Budy, 


G 2 Exccpt- 


- 
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Excepting the ———_— of Churches (which I 
have proved above tobe Schiſm in the very notion of 
it) the great Pleas for Separation from a Church , 
which has nothing fintul in its Communion, are the 
pretence of greater Edification, and purer Ordinances. 
But theſe are ſuch Pleas, as muſt expoſe the Church 
to Eternal Schiſms, becauſe there are no certain Rules 
to judge of theſe matters, but the various and uncer- 
tain fancies of Men. What they like beſt, rhat ſhall 
be moſt for their Edification, and theſe ſhall be purer 
Ordinances, and till Men can agree theſe matters a- 
mong themſelves , which they are never likely todo, 
rill they can all agree in the ſame Diet; or in their 
juZgment and opinion about beauty, decency, fitneſs, 
convenience,” they may and will divide without end ; 
and if the Peace and Unity of the Church be ſo necef- 
ſary a duty, it is certain, theſe Principles, which are 
lo deſtructive to Peace and Unity, mult be falſe, as to 


- conſider theſe things particularly, but very briefly, 


What purer Adminiſtrations and Ordinances would 
\len have, than thoſe of our Saviours own Inſtituti- 


- on, without any _ and fintul mixtures, to 


ipoil their vertue and efficacy ? ( as we ſuppoſe is ac- 
knowledged by thoſe, who occaſionally Communicate 
in all parrs ot our Worthip, that there is nothing fin- 
tal 1n 1t ) the purity of divine Adminſtrations mult con- 
fiſt in their agreement with the Inſtitution, that there 
1s neither any ſuch detect or addition; as alters their 
Nature and deſtroys their Vertue. For the Efficacy 
ot Goſpel Ordinances depends upon their Inſtitution , 
not upon particular modes of Adminiſtration, which 
are not expreſly Commanded in the Goſpel ; and he, 
who deſires greater purity of Ordinances than their 
contormity to their Inſtitution, who thinks, that Bap- 
ſm and the Lords Supper loſe their Efficacy, unleſs 

they 
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they be adminiſtred in that way, which they them- 
ſelves beſt like, are guilty of groſs Superſtition, and 
attribute the vertue of Sacraments to the manner of 
their adminiſtration,not to their divine Inſtitution. 
And what Men talk of greater Edification is gene- 
rally as little underſtood as the other ; for Edification 
is building up, and is applied to the Church, conſi- 
dered as Gods Houſe and Temple, and it is an odd 
way of building up the Temple of God, by dividing 
and Separating the parts of it from each other, 
This one thing well conſidered, viz. That 5-24 
Edification or Building, according to the Scripture 
notion of it, does always primarily reler to, or at 
leaſt include, Church-unity and Communion , is 
ſufficient to convince any Man, what an ill way it is, 
to ſeek for greater Edification in breaking the Com- 
munion of the Church by Schiſm and Separation ; and 
therefore I ſhall make it plainly appear, that this is 
the true Scripture notion of Edification; and to that 
end ſhall conſider the molt material places, where this 
word is uſed. | | 
Now the moſt proper ſignification of {-4ui, which 
our Tranſlators render by Edification, isa Houſe or 
Building, and this is the proper Senſe, wherein it 
belongs to the Chriſtian Church, 7e are Gods Huſ- ph 
bandry, ye are Gods Building, that is, the Church is 
Gods Houſe or Building, #5, Thus the fame - 
Apoſtle tells us, that in Chriſt, the whole Building Eph. 22 
.7,e, the whole Chriſtian Church \ fly framed to- , 
gether, groweti unto an holy Temple in the Lord., 
Hence the Governours ot the Church are called Build- _ 
ers, 4eJuirns, and the Apoſtles are called Labourers 
together with God, 1n erctting this Spiritual Building, 1 Cx ;.« 
and St. Paul calls himiclif a Mater Builder. Hence 
the increaſe, growth and aJvances towards per- 
tection 
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teftion in the Church, is called the Building, or Edi- 
fication of it. For this reaſon St. Pax! commends 
Propheſie, or Expounding the Scriptures, before ſpeak- 
ing in unknown Tongues without an Interpreter, be- 
cauſe by this the Church receives Building or Edifi- 


cation. All theſe Spiritual gitts, which were be- 


ſtowed on the Chriſtians, were tor the Building and 
Edifying of the Church. The Apoſtolical power in 
Church cenſures was for Edificationnot for Deſtruttion, 


' 6s et44S puny X; «4 is x3JaureTty tO Build,and nort to pull down, 


that 1s, to preſerve the Unity ot the Church intire, 
ant! its Communion pure. 


And we may obſerve that this Edification is pri- 


'- marily applied to the Church, That the Church may 
' receive Fdifying : That ye may excel] to the Edifying 


of the Church : For the Edifying of the Body of Chriſt, 
And it is very obſervable: wherein the Apoſtle places 
the Edification of the Body of Chriſt,viz.in Unity and 
Love.7i/ we all come in the unity of the Faith, and of the 
knowledge of the Son of God, to a perfeit Man, unto the 
meaſure of the ſtature of the fulneſs of Chriſt. Till we are 
united by one Faith into one Body, and perte&t Man. 
And ſpeaking the truth in love, may grow up in him into 
all things, which is the head, Even Chriſt from whom the 
whole Body fitly joyned together,and compatted by that, 
which every joynt ſupplieth; according to the Effetual 
working in the meaſure of every part, maketh increaſe 
of the Body, unto the Edifying it ſelf in Jove. This 
is an admirable deſcription of the Unity of the Church, 
in which all the: parts. are cloſely united and compaQt- 
ed together, as Stones and Timber are to make one 
Houle ; and thus they grow into one Body, and in- 
creaſe in mutual Love, and Charity, which is.the vec- 
1y Building and Edification of the Church, which is 
Laitycd and Buile up in love, as the Apoſtle adds, 

that 
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that knowledge puffeth up, but Charity Fdiffeth , this 


« Builds up the Church ot Chriſt ; and that not ſuch a 

x common Charity as we have for all Mankind ; but ſuch 

n a love and Sympathy, as 1s peculiar to the Members _, 
" of the ſame Body, and which none but Members can 

A have for each other, and now mctiunks I need not * Y 
n prove, that Schiſm and Separation, is tlie not tor Edifi- 

: cation of the Church; to Separate tor Edification :s 

to pull down inſtead of Buildin; up. 

' FF. But theſe Men do not ſeem to have any great re- 

\ gard to the Edification ot the Church,but only to tivic 

”, # own particular Edification, and we mutt grant , «that 
Edification is ſometimes applied to particular Cariltans 

Us in Scripture, according to St. Pau/s Exhortation , 

l) Comfort your ſelves together, and Fdifie one another, 

'; even as alſo ye do. Andthis Edifying one another with. 
, | out queſtion ſignifies our promoting each others growth 

o and progreſs in all ChriſttanGraces and Vertucs : and fo 


1d | - the Building and Edification of the Church, ſignifies 
the growth and Improvement ot the Church in all 
Spiritual Wiſdom and knowledge,and Chriſtian'graccs, 
re F the Edification of the Church conſiſts in the Edifica- 
n. F tion of particular Chriſtians, but thea this 1s called 
Wo FF Edification or Building, becaule this growth and [:n- 
provement is in the Unity and Communion of tae 
, | Church, and makes them one Spiritual Houſe an. 
cal Temple. Thus the Churct is called the T.mple ob 
ſe | God, ani cvery particular Chriſtian is Go:ls Temple, 
wherein the Holy Spirit dwells, an.] yet Go. las bu: 
one Temple, and tlic Huly Spirit dweils only in the © 
ct Church ot Chriſt ; but particular Curniſtians.we Gol 
ne Temple, and the Holy Spirit dwelis in them, 25 tiv- 
IN- ing Members ot the Chriltian Church; and tus by 
the ſame . reaſon, the Church” is Edificd ani Bu.lt 
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ple by a ficm and cloſe Union and Communion of all 


its parts; and every Chriſtian is -Edified, as he grows 
up1n all Chriſtian Graces and Vertues in the Unity of 
the Church. 

And therefore whatever extraordinary means of Edi- 
fication Men may fancy to themſelves in a Separation, 
the Apoſtle knew no Edification,' but in the Commu. 
nion of the Church ; and indeed if our growth and 
increaſe in all Grace and Vertue, be more owing to 


the internal aſſiſtances of the Divine Spirit, than to . 


the external Adminiſtrations, as St. Paul tells us, / 
have planted, and Apollos watered, but God gave the 
increaſe: So then, neither is he, that planteth any 
thing, nor he that watereth; but God that gave the 
increaſe : And the Divine Spirit confine his influences 
and operations to the unity of the Church (as the 
ſame Apoſtle tells us, that there is but ove Body and 


one Spirit, (which plainly ſignifies, that the operati- 
- ons of this one Spirit , are appropriated to this one 


Body, as the Soul" is to the Body it Animates) then 
it does not ſeem a very likely way for Edification to 
cut our ſelves oft trom the Unity of Chriſts Body. 

» The Third and Laſt Cale (till remains, which 
will be reſolved in a few words » according to the 
Principles now laid down, which is this : Whether it 
be Lawful to Communicate with two diſt int and Sepa- 
rate Churches. For this is thought of late days, not 
only a very Innocent and Lawtul thing, but the truc 
Catholick-Spirit, and Catholick-Communion, to 
Communicate with Churches of all Communicns,un- 
iels perhaps they may except the Papiſts, and Qua- 
kers. It 1s thought a Schiſmatical Principle, to rc- 
tuſe to Communicate with thoſe Churches, which 
withdraw Communion from us. And thus ſome, who 
Communicate ordinarily with the Church of Bng/and, 
make 
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make no Scruple to Communicate in Prayers and Sa- 
craments with Presbyterian and Independent Churches, 
and Presbyterians can Communicate with the Church 
of England, and with Independents, whom formerly 
they charged with down-right Schiſm; and ſome 
think it very indifferent, whom they Communicate 
with, and therefore take their turns in all. But this 
is as contrary to all the = of Church-Com- 
munion, as any thing can poſlibly be. 

To be in Communion with the Church is to be a 
Member of it, and to be a Member of two Separate 
and oppoſite Churches, is to be as contrary to our 
ſelves, as thoſe Separate Churches, are to each other. 

Chriſt hath but one Church, and one Body, and 
therefore where there are two Churches divided from 
cach other by Separate Commumons , there is a 
Schiſm and Rent in the Body, and whoever Com- 
municates with both theſe Churches, on one ſide or 
other, Communicates in a Schiſm. 

That the Presbyrerian and Independent Churches, 
have made an Actual Separation from the Church ot 
England, T have evidently proved already ; and there- 
tore if the Communion ot the Church of Eng/and be 
Lawful ( as thoſe, who can, and ordinarily o Com- 
municate with the Church of Zxgland, muſt be pre- 
ſumed to acknowledge ) then they are Schiſmaticks, 
and to Communicate with them is to partake in their 
Schiſm, 

Now if Schiſm be an Innocent thing, and the true 
Catholick Spirit, I have no more to ſay, but that the 
whole Chriſtian Church, ever ſince the Apoiltles 
tynes, has been in a very great miſtake ; but it Schiſm 
be a very great Sin, and that which will Damn us, 
as ſoon as Adultery and Murder, then it muſt needs 
be a dangerous thing to Communicate with Schiſma- 
ticks, H The 
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The Sum of all in ſhort is this. Beſides theſe Men, 
who juſtific their Separation from the Church of£»g. 
land, by charging Her with' requiring Sinful terms of 
Communion, ( which is the only thing,that can juſtific 
their Separation, if it could be proved) there are 0. 
thers, who Separate lightly and wantonly, for want 
of a due ſenſe of the Nature of Church-Corpmunion, 
and our obligations to preſerve the Unity of the Spirit 
in the Bond of Peace. They have no notion at all of 
a Church, or no notion of one Church, or know not, 
wherein the Unity and Communion of this Church 
conſiſts ; and theſe Men think, it is indifferent, whe- 
ther they Communicate with any Church at all,or that 
they ſecure themſelves from Schiſm by Communicat- 
ing ſometimes with one Church, and ſometimes with 


' another ; that they may chooſe their Church accord. 


ing to their own tancies, and change again, when e- 
ver their humor alters. But I hope, who ever con- 
ſiders carefully , what I have now writ, and attends 
to thoſe paſſionate Exhortations of the Goſpel to Peace, 
and Unity, and Brotherly Love, which cannot be pre- 
ſerved but in one Communion, which is the Unity of | 
the Body of Chriſt, and the Peace and Love of fellow 
Members, will not only heartily Pray to the God of 


Peace, to reſtore Peace and Unity to his Church, but 


will be careful, how he divides the Church himfelt, 


_ and will ufe his utmoſt endeavours to heal the preſent 


Schiſms and Diviſions of the Chureh of Chriſt, 


/ 


THE END. 
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LETTERS 


THREE 


Dr. Sherlock 


CONCERNING 


Church-Commumion, 


WHEREIN 


'Tis enquired whether the DoQtor's 


Notion of Charch-Communion be not 
too narrow and uncharitable,, both 
to Diſſenters, and Men of larger 
Principles, | 


By a LAY-M AN of the Church of England, 
and in -_=_ Communion with it. 


LONDON, Printed for Jonathan 'Robinſon, at the 
Golden Lion in St. Paxl's Church-yard. 1683. 
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